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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: The term "additional 
ob ticket" on line 5 of the claim should be replaced with "additional job ticket". 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 6, 15-17, 20, 29-31, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Robinson etal. Publication US 2002,0080402. 

Referring to claims 1,15, and 29, Robinson et al. disclose a method comprising 
the steps: creating a first job ticket describing print instructions applicable to a first print 
job (super ticket of Fig. 1 , page 5, paragraph 64); creating at least one additional job 
ticket describing different print instructions applicable to the first print job (individual 
ticket of Fig. 1 , page 5, paragraph 64); storing each job ticket (264 of Fig. 4, page 6, 
paragraph 86). 
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Referring to claims 2, 16, and 30, Robinson et al. disclose the method according 
to claim 1 wherein the step of creating at least one additional job ticket comprises 
creating a plurality of additional job tickets (individual tickets of Fig. 4, page 6, 
paragraph 86). 

Referring to claims 3, 17, and 31, Robinson et al. disclose the method of claim 1 
wherein the steps of creating the first job ticket and the at least one additional job ticket 
are performed using a visual job ticketing application (page 5, paragraph 67). 

Referring to claims 6, 20, and 34, Robinson et al. disclose the method of claim 1 
wherein the step of storing each job ticket comprises storing an indication of which job 
ticket was last active with respect to the first print job (page 5, paragraph 73) (page 6, 
paragraph 86). Robinson et al. disclose that after a ticket is activated, the master ticket 
is marked. The last ticket to be activated would be stored last on the marked list within 
the master ticket. Furthermore, the print tickets when activated are viewed as separate 
jobs to the system, which would maintain an order of the tickets (page 5, paragraph 69). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 4, 5, 7-14, 18, 19, 21-28, 32, 33, and 35-42 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Robinson et al. Publication US 2002,0080402 
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as applied to claims 1 and 2 above, and further in view of Suzuki et al. U.S. Patent 
5,923,013. 

Referring to claims 4, 5, 18, 19, 32, and 33, Robinson et al. disclose altering the 
first print job and automatically amending the print instructions of the first and of the 
plurality of additional job tickets appropriately to account for the alteration of the first 
print job (page 7, paragraph 90). Robinson et al. does not disclose expressly moving, 
inserting, or deleting a page in the print job. Suzuki et al. disclose altering a first print 
job by moving, inserting or deleting at least one page in the first print job (Fig. 52, col. 
10, lines 14-18). Robinson et al. and Suzuki et al. are combinable because they are 
from the same field of managing print job description files. At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to amend job tickets 
globally after a page is added to print job that the tickets describe. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to allow multiple print tickets to be easily modified without 
individually edited each ticket and inserting a divider page to separate page sections. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Suzuki et al. with Robinson et al. to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 4, 5, 18, 19, 32, and 33. 

Referring to claims 7, 8, 21, 22, 35, and 36, Robinson et al. disclose 
automatically amending the print instructions of the first job ticket and of the plurality of 
additional job tickets appropriately to account for the alteration of the first print job (page 
7, paragraph 90). Robinson et al. do not disclose expressly importing a page from a 
second print job into the first print job. Suzuki et al. disclose importing at least one page 
from a second print job into the first print job (Fig. 26, col. 15, lines 7-13); and choosing 
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to retain the print characteristics of the at least one imported page as defined in the job 
ticket associated with the second print job (Fig. 50, col. 23, lines 32-44). Robinson et al. 
and Suzuki et al. are combinable because they are from the same field of managing 
print job description files. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to retain the print characteristics of a second print job 
page imported into a first print job described by print tickets. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to allow the user to specify whether a description file of a print job 
or a description file of an inserted page should be used to specify the characteristics of 
the inserted page. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Suzuki et al. with 
Robinson et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claims 7, 8, 21 , 22, 35, and 36. 

Referring to claims 9, 10, 23, 24, 37, and 38, Robinson et al. disclose 
automatically amending the print instructions of the first job ticket and of the plurality of 
additional job tickets appropriately to account for the alteration of the first print job (page 
7, paragraph 90). Robinson et al. do not disclose expressly importing a page from a 
second print job into the first print job. Suzuki et al. disclose importing at least one page 
from a second print job into the first print job (Fig. 26, col. 15, lines 7-13); and choosing 
to assign a default set of print characteristics to the at least one imported page 
corresponding to a set of document-wide print characteristics defined in a currently 
active job ticket associated with the first print job (Fig. 51, col. 23, lines 45-54). 
Robinson et al. and Suzuki et al. are combinable because they are from the same field 
of managing print job description files. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to amend the print characteristics of a 
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second print job page imported into a first print job described by print tickets. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to specify whether a 
description file of a print job or a description file of an inserted page should be used to 
specify the characteristics of the inserted page. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to combine Suzuki et al. with Robinson et al. to obtain the invention as specified in 
claims 9, 10, 23, 24, 37, and 38. 

Referring to claims 1 1, 13, 25, 27, 39, and 41, Robinson et al. disclose wherein 
the step of creating at least one additional job ticket comprises: choosing one from 
among; loading a blank job ticket as the active job ticket (page 6, paragraph 80); loading 
a selected, previously-created job ticket as the active job ticket (page 6, paragraph 77); 
retaining the first job ticket as the active job ticket (224 of Fig. 3, page 6, paragraph 77) 
and editing the print characteristics of the active job ticket to create the at least one 
additional job ticket (page 6, paragraph 77). The active job ticket is represented as 
being the ticket of which the user is currently editing. Robinson et al. does not disclose 
expressly loading a default job ticket as the active job ticket. Suzuki et al. disclose 
loading a default job ticket as the active job ticket (Fig. 4, col. 7, lines 18-23). Robinson 
et al. and Suzuki et al. are combinable because they are from the same field of 
managing print job description files. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to load default job ticket as the active 
ticket. The motivation for doing so would have been to designate a standard of which 
print characteristics to apply for a print ticket. Further, as disclosed by Robinson et al., 
checked boxes showing print characteristics must either be checked or unchecked. The 
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settings that appear when create a new job ticket would clearly be a default setting. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Suzuki et al. with Robinson et al. to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 11, 13, 25, 27, 39, and 41. 

Referring to claim 12, 14, 26, 28, 40, and 42, Robinson et al. disclose wherein 
the editing step is performed using a visual ticketing application (page 3, paragraph 38) 
whereby the first print job is displayed using visual cues indicating the print 
characteristics denoted by the active job ticket, as edited (checked boxes of Fig. 1, page 
5, paragraph 73). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter K. Huntsinger whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7435. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571)272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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